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Introduction

The main objective of this work is to provide a basic research aid for
studying the political relations between China and the Sasanian Empire
of Iran from 455 to 710. An annotated chronology, built directly from
Chinese primary-source quotations in both the original and English
translation, forms the main component of this work. The history of
Sino—Sasanian political relations is known mainly through scattered
accounts in about seven or eight primary sources, mostly histories
commissioned by several different Chinese imperial courts. (The extant
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native Sasanian writings offer little in the history genre, being composed
mainly of religious texts, so we are faced with an imbalance of sources.)
The Chinese sources have varying degrees of overlap, and no single
source contains an overview of Sino—Sasanian relations. Yet researching
any historical topic first requires an overview of that history according
to the primary sources.? This particular topic sits at the meeting point of
Sasanian history and early-mid imperial Chinese history, two fields that
otherwise are rather distant. Understandably, learning literary Chinese
is not a common requirement for historians of the Sasanians, nor is
learning Middle Persian for historians of early-mid imperial China. I
myself am illiterate in Middle Persian, and it is with this problem of
language barriers in mind that I construct the chronology out of
primary-source quotations with translations. This way, the chronology
presents events not so much as facts according to me, but as what the
primary sources tell, in anticipation of further research and analyses.

While my translations cannot substitute for the original texts, they are
intended as the next best thing for non-Sinologist researchers. To
maximally balance literal and idiomatic translation, words and elements
of words in translation that correspond to words in the original text are
placed in bold. What is not in bold constitutes idiomatic translation.
Bracketed words in the translation are ones not in the original text and
also not justifiable as idiomatic translation, but are implied and will aid
in clarity. Words in parentheses in the translation are similarly not in the
original text and are intended to do the following: 1. briefly explain
certain words in plainer English, 2. restore lost context, 3. give the literal
meaning of words that needed to be translated idiomatically but lost
important subtle meaning due to the idiomatic translation, or 4. indicate
ambiguities due to Chinese grammar. Literary Chinese is a particularly

2An overview of Sino—Sasanian relations has been done in Abbas Tashakori, “Iran in Chinese
Dynastic Histories: A Study of Iran’s Relations with China Prior to the Arab Conquest” (MA thesis,
Australian National University, 1974). The thesis also includes translations of the descriptions of
Persia in the Chinese primary sources, as well as a “List of the Sasanian Embassies to China” (47).
The list is effectively a concise chronology and ends with the year 648. The chronology in the
present article presents the details that can be known about each embassy and ends with the year

710, while also giving more precise dates.

21
A Chronology of Sino—Sasanian Political Relations (455-710) _@’d‘



terse language, leaving so much to be inferred from context that
any literal translation would invariably produce gibberish. Yet
an idiomatic translation alone would (and should) make the researcher
hesitant to make in-depth interpretations. For interpretation is heavily
dependent on wording, and if certain words in translation are not
actually in the original text, any interpretation based on them will likely
be unsound. While my translations are bulky and the mix of bold and
non-bold letters can be taxing on the eye, I submit that these drawbacks
constitute a small sacrifice of reader friendliness in exchange for the
maximal breaking of the language barrier. Furthermore, a number of
translated terms are explained in annotations, and the remainder of this
introduction provides some facts about Chinese history and culture
that are relevant for understanding the primary-source passages. The
non-Sinologist researcher will likely thereby be prepared to navigate
the chronology with less fear of misinterpreting the said passages due
to cultural-linguistic misunderstanding.

Background on Chinese History and Culture

In 455, a Sasanian embassy arrived at Pingchéng (-F3%), capital of
[Northern] Wei ([4t]4%, [Bei] Wei), the state that ruled northern China
at the time. This is the first known Sino—Sasanian diplomatic contact.
The said Wei state has been referred to by a number of modifiers,
including Northern, to differentiate it from other historical states named
Wei. Such modifiers have, in fact, been applied to most states in the
history of China, but they were never part of any official state name
(B %%, guohao), so in this article, I put such modifiers in brackets. The
[Northern] Wéi never ruled southern China. The first known Sasanian
embassy to southern China occurred sometime between 13 February
530 and 2 February 531, at which time southern China was ruled by the
[Southern] Liang ([#]3, [Nan] Liang) state.

In 534-35, the [Northern] W¢i splintered into rival eastern and western
halves, which have been referred to as [Eastern] Wei ([ £]42, [Dong]
Wei) and [Western] Wei ([%]%%, [Xi] Wei) respectively. The [Eastern]
Wei became the [Northern] Qi ([4L]7, [Béi] Qf) in 550, and the
[Western] Wei became the [Northern] Zhou ([4t]/, [Béei] Zhou) in
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557. Also in 557, the [Southern] Liang was succeeded by the [Southern]|
Chén ([#]R, [Ndn] Chén). In all three of these cases, the succession
of state occurred when a reigning puppet emperor formally yielded the
emperorship to the patrilineal family that had gained de facto supreme
power. The [Northern] Zhou conquered the [Northern] Qi in 577. Then
in 581, the [Northern] Zhou became the Sui (), again upon the yielding
of emperorship to another patrilineal family. In 589, the Sui went on
to conquer the [Southern] Chén, bringing about a unification last seen
in the late third century. The Sui was succeeded by the Tang (/%) in
618, and it was during Tang rule that Sasanians began to seek refuge in
China or attempt to hold on to an enclave in Central Asia with Chinese
backing.’ As the chronology shows, the pre-Tang accounts are fairly
repetitive, consisting mainly of diplomatic visits with little to no serious
ramifications for either China or Iran. During the Tang period, however,
strategy and subtle political posturing became pronounced themes in
Sino—Sasanian relations.

All the Chinese states that had relations with the Sasanians regarded
non-Chinese states as inferior to themselves. The “state of Persia”
(A B, Bost guo), as the Chinese sources refer to the Sasanian Empire,
was no exception. Thus, the accounts tell of Sasanian envoys presenting
“tribute” (&, gong) to the Chinese emperors. Moreover, the Sasanian
rulers are recognized only as wang (£), the highest title in the Chinese
peerage system, but distinctly inferior to the title of the Chinese sovereign,
hudngdi (2, commonly translated as “emperor”). Depending on
context, scholars have translated wdng as either “king” or “prince”; in
this article, I consistently translate the title as “king.” After the Sasanian
scion Peroz III sought Tang protection, the Tang invested Peroz, and
after Peroz’s death his son Narseh, as wang of Persia. The father and

3Sasanian—Tang relations have been studied by a number of scholars using Chinese sources.
Here, I list some relatively recent scholarship in English. These works contain references to older
studies of this topic: 1. Matteo Compareti, “The Last Sasanians in China,” Eurasian Studies,
no. 2 (2003): 197-213; 2. Matteo Compareti, “Chinese-Iranian Relations XV: The Last Sasanians in
China,” in Encyclopeedia Iranica, 2009, iranicaonline.org/articles/china-xv-the-last-sasanians-
in-china; and 3. Domenico Agostini and Soren Stark, “Zawulistan, Kawulistan and the Land
Bosi #7: On the Question of a Sasanian Court-in-Exile in the Southern Hindukush,” Studia
Iranica 45 (2016): 17-38.
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son were additionally appointed as officers. (It was not uncommon for
Tang peers, including wdngs, to concurrently serve as civil and military
officers.) Understanding the formal political stature that the Sasanian
refugees were afforded requires a basic overview of the Tang system of
ranks for peerages (i, jué) and officerships (&, guan).

The system was as follows: nine ranks (&, pin), with rank number
one being the highest. Each rank was divided into two grades: full
(4E, zheng) and deputy (4%, zong, or cong), with full being higher than
deputy. For ranks four through nine, the full and the deputy were each
subdivided into upper level (_LF%, shang jié) and lower level (T %4, xia
jié). The system was thus a hierarchy of thirty divisions in total. In this
article, when a peerage or officership is mentioned, the rank is given in
a footnote. There were three types of officership: 1. sinecure (#%, san),
2. honorary (&), xin), and 3. functionary (%=, zhi shi), and it was
not uncommon for a person to simultaneously hold two or all three
types of officership. Of the three, only functionary officerships
involved regular, actual administrative duties. For special missions,
commissions (%, chai) could be granted, with impromptu titles for
the commissionees. The titles of many officers were modified with
the words Left (£, zud) or Right (%, you), and formally, Left had
precedence over Right (though this precedence may or may not have
translated into higher authority). Peroz III, for example, was appointed
General of the Right Martial Guard (% X A4 £, you wii wéi jiangjin).
There was also an officership called General of the Left Martial Guard
(& XA E, zus wu wei jiangjin); the two officers were of the same
rank, but at least in terms of ceremonial precedence, the General of the
Left Martial Guard was higher than the General of the Right Martial
Guard.

In literary Chinese, the term shi (%) refers to official messengers in
a domestic context as well as diplomats. Shi also refers to officials
commissioned to perform special missions, and hence was often part of
the aforementioned impromptu titles. In this article, I translate the term
as “emissary” for all contexts.
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Also note that Chinese has no grammatical plural, thereby causing
ambiguity when there is nothing else from which to infer singular or
plural.

The Chinese script is logographic. Its logographic characters are
pronounced differently across time and space, but their meanings are
uniform. Linguists refer to the Chinese language spoken during Sino—
Sasanian political relations as Middle Chinese (MC) (f & i£3&, zhong
gt Hanyii), a language whose phonology has been reconstructed (but
with research ongoing) and transliterated using a variety of romanization
systems. My knowledge of Middle Chinese is most superficial, but out
of necessity, I attempt to give the Middle Chinese version of certain
names.* Amongst historians, modern standard Chinese (Mandarin)
phonology is commonly used in reading texts from all premodern eras,
including the Middle Chinese era. This helps to facilitate communication
amongst historians from across the world, but presents problems for
certain tasks. For instance, when foreign names were written in Chinese
during the Middle Chinese era, the characters chosen to write the names
were selected for best phonetic proximity at the time—that is, best
phonetic proximity in Middle Chinese.

In my translations, I aim to minimize the Sinicization of non-Chinese
names; for example, | transliterate “/&#4= %" as “Kawad” rather than
“Kio-fup-to” in Middle Chinese or “Juhédud” in Mandarin. Yet there
are names of places and polities | was unable to identify, in which case

only the Mandarin and Middle Chinese versions are given.

In Chinese, the family name (4, xing, or K, shi) precedes the

X 9

personal name (%, ming). For example, in the name “Wang Mingyuan,

“Wang” is the family name while “Mingyudn” is the personal name.
Mention of one’s personal name was the prerogative of one’s parents,
ruler, and the historian’s pen. The personal name was also for referring

to oneself in the third person, which was considered an act of

“I follow Prof. Mai Yun’s (%##) system, according to information from “¥ & &. Lt&-&
&8 (“Zhong gii yin, shing gl yin chaxn”), & & N1 48 (Gii yin xido jing wdng), www.
guguolin.com/book niyin.php (accessed 1 June 2021).
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humility. Outside of the aforesaid circumstances, one would not mention
someone’s personal name, lest disrespect was intended.

Upon death, an emperor would normally receive a posthumous name
(7&%%, shihao, or simply #&, shi), which would be one or more predefined
terms deemed as the best assessment of his personal character and reign
as a whole. If deemed worthy, he would also be honored in the ancestral
temple (X A4, taimiao), whereby he would receive a temple name (455,
miaohao). Temple names end with either “-zi#” (#2), which denotes
emperors regarded as having done meritorious deeds and who were
usually state founders, or “-zong” (%), which denotes emperors regarded
as virtuous and who were usually state inheritors. The temple name
would always precede the posthumous name, which in turn would
precede and modify the title Audngdi (emperor). The primary sources refer
to all emperors deemed legitimate, including those of distant historical
states, by their temple names, posthumous names, or other appellations,
and not their personal names.

In the chronology, I indicate the reigning Sasanian and Chinese
rulers under which the events took place. The Tang emperors began to
have lengthy posthumous names; as the Tang emperors mentioned in
the chronology all happened to have temple names, for simplicity
I forego indicating their posthumous names altogether (and they are,
in fact, best known by their temple names). For all the Chinese rulers,
I also give their personal names following the title “emperor,” as they
have become commonly used by modern historians.

Premodern China had its own calendar. Moreover, a key symbol of
sovereignty was the promulgation of era names (3%, nidnhdo) to
mark years. When an emperor had chosen an era name and indicated
when the era would begin, the first year of that era would be called the
inaugural year (7T, yudn nidn), the following year would be the
second year, and so on. For example, with “Inaugural Year of Yifeng”
and “Second Year of Yifeng,” “Yiféng” is the era name. When an
emperor changed the era name, the new era would begin with the
“inaugural year” again. To convert Chinese years and dates to the
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Gregorian calendar, I rely on the Academia Sinica Center for Digital
Culture’s online conversion tool.?

The Chronology

Unless specified via separate citations, the date of an account and the
account itself share the same citation, in which case, to avoid redundancy,
only the date is annotated with the citation.

King Yazdegerd II (r. 439-57) (Capital: Ctesiphon®)

The Gaozong Wénchéng (& 7 ) Emperor Tuoba Jun (46384 )
(r. 452-65) of [Northern] Weéi ([4t]42) (Capital: Pingchéng,” -F )

25 September 455°
The [imperial] carriage returned to the palace [at Pingchéng].
BREE -

Sometime between 27 October and 7 November 455°

Sl S & J& 4 4% (“Lidng qian nidn zhong xili zhudn huan™), Academia Sinica Center for
Digital Cultures, sinocal.sinica.edu.tw/ (accessed 29 May 2021).

®Following tradition, I indicate Ctesiphon as the Sasanian capital, but it should be noted that the
issue is much more complicated. See Michael Shenkar, “The Coronation of the Early Sasanians,
Ctesiphon, and the Great Diadem of Paikuli,” Journal of Persianate Studies 11 (2018): 113-39. The
Sasanian kings were known for being itinerant, a fact noted even in the Chinese primary sources—
for example, “Within his state, the king additionally has over ten small residences, [which are]
similar to China’s detached palaces. Every year, on the fourth month, he goes out traveling and
stays there, and then returns on the tenth month” (“E# 1L B N, FIA ) F A7, P
ZHwt, HFW A BEERZ, + A 73E”) (Wei Shdu, Wei shii [Shanghai: Wiizhou Tongwén
Ja, 1903], juan 102, 4208 4% (42F « H—B = « JIEFE I+ - BB WA ) KGRI
A+ A 2B L 4 Fp).

Pingchéng (-F-#&): present-day Datong (K F]), Shanxi (+b 09).

8The date 25 September 455 is converted from “Dinghai (the twenty-eighth day) of the Eighth
Month [of the Inaugural Year of Tai’an]” ([XZ7c&E] /\B T %) (Wei Shou, Wei shii, juan 5, 2
B (RE - BA - FRBER - FFEL) ).

Only the month in which this event occurred is given: “Winter, the Tenth Month [of the
Inaugural Year of Tai’an]” ([AZ7c&]%+H); this event is recorded prior to Gengwii (& -,
the twelfth day) of the Tenth Month (7 November 455), and hence occurred sometime between 27
October and 7 November of 455 (Wei Shou, Wei shii, juan 5, #20% 3% (F2E « £ & « F& %
A BT ).
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Persia and the realm of Shile (MC fio-lok)" simultaneously
dispatched emissaries to make audience [with the emperor] and
present tribute.

BT - RENE B ERE -

King Peroz I (1. 459-84) (Capital: Ctesiphon)

The Gaozong Wénchéng (= 7 3 ) Emperor Tuoba Jun (463874 )
(r. 452-65) of [Northern] Wei ([4t]42) (Capital: Pingchéng, -F3&)

19 August 461"
[The emperor] traveled in and toured Shanbéi.'?
T4 -

Sometime between 20 August and 19 September 461"

The state of Persia dispatched emissaries to make audience
[with the emperor] and present [tribute].

B AR B fEERR -

The [imperial] carriage returned to the palace [at Pingchéng].

s

HEES -

1%Shale (MC fio-lok) was located in what later became known as Kashgar (,xx(5).

"The date 19 August 461 is converted from “Rénwii (the twenty-eighth day) [of the Seventh
Month of the Second Year of Héping]” ((FMIE_&+A]E4) (Wei Shou, Wei shii, juan 5, %2
e E(RE KR FRBEE - HER)).

12“Shanb¢i” (meaning “Mountain’s North”) refers to a region north of the Zhongnan Mountain
(#-#h, Zhongnan Shan) and Taihua Mountain (K # .1, Taihua Shan), which are located in
ShanxT (Shaanxi, P& %).

1’Wei Shou, Wei shit, juan 5, 20k #% (#F « X &« F4&F A « FHF4) . The date given
for the event “The state of Persia . . .”” is “Wuchén of the Eighth Month [of the Second Year of
Héping]” ([fM1F_F]/\AIXR), but the Academia Sinica Center for Digital Cultures’ conver-
sion tool gives an error for Wuchén of that month. The date given for the subsequent event,

Pt

“The [imperial] carriage . . .” is “Dingchou” (T &) of the same month, and the conversion tool

gives an error for this date, as well. The span of the month was 22 August-19 September 461.
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King Peroz I (r. 459—84) (Capital: Ctesiphon)

The Xianzi Xianwén (Za485k L) Emperor Tuoba Hong (4638 54)
(. 465-71) of [Northern] Wei ([4t]4£) (Capital: Pingchéng, -F3&)

Sometime between 465 and 471

The imperial court dispatched the emissary Han Yangpi on
[diplomatic] mission to Persia; the King of Persia dispatched
emissaries to present tame elephant(s) and precious things."

T E A EF R, R T EEREIR K2 -

Sequel (not a quotation): As the embassy passed through Khotan,
the ruler of Khotan kept the elephant(s) and precious things from
Persia, giving the excuse that banditry made travel unsafe.'®

24 April 466"

The states of Goryeo, Persia, Khotan, and Axi (MC ?p-zip)'®
dispatched emissaries to make audience [with the emperor]| and
present [tribute].

SR  KHEr - TH - PISEEBIEERAR -

“The time frame for this exchange of emissaries can only be inferred as during the Xianzii
Xianwén Emperor’s reign, 465-76 (Wei Shou, Wei shii, juan 102, 220k 4% (#2E « £—a =«

P - B THEAY).

5As the event “the King of Persia dispatched emissarics to present tame elephant(s) and
precious things” can be identified only as having occurred sometime between 465 and 476, it
may refer to the Persian mission in 466 or 468, rather than an additional mission.

CETH - THRPTEIRCHEZ - REBAERE - ¥R - BER - NEFKFHATEZ -

BE%SEERY (Wei Shou, Wei shit, juan 102, 2845 4% (B2 E - A—F = 7| H AL+ - B
% ¢ THE) ). I have found translating this quotation difficult, especially with regards to “*
F. 7“2 may mean “king” but may alternatively be the surname of the ruler of Khotan (see Wéi
Zheng and Zhangsiin Wji, Suf shii [Shanghai: Wiizhou Téngwén Jb, 1903], juan 83, 484 & 3%
£ FE(FE - ENTZIMEFOEA G THA) LRI A+ A ZME
LBy A ET).

"The date 24 April 466 is converted from “Xinhai (the twenty-fourth day) of the Third Month of
the Inaugural Year of Tian’an” ([RRTTE=A] ¥ XK) (Wei Shou, Wei shi, juan 6, 421% ## (42
F e Ko FrF S - B ).

[ am unable to identify Axi (T 5%).
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2 June 468"

Goryeo, Kumoxi (MC k'o-mvok-fiei), Khitan, Jufafa
(MC gyo-biuk-piut), Yuytiling (MC ?iuk-fiyo-liag), Rilian (MC
nit-lien), Piliér (MC ptit-lei-nie), Chiliushou (MC tehit-liuk-eiou),
Xiwandan (MC sit-myon-tpn), Adahé (MC ?v-dpi-p),
Yuzhénhéu (MC fiyo-tein-fiou), Khotan, and the state of
Persia each dispatched emissaries to make audience [with the
emperor] and present [tribute].?’

B-EEZ -2 BR% - MNEK - HE - TR - WS
- BEM - XM - PEE - TH - KBS EESR -

4H o

King Peroz I (1. 459-84) (Capital: Ctesiphon)

The Gaozu Xiaowén (##8# ) Emperor Yuan®' Hong (7T %) (r.
471-99) of [Northern] Weéi ([4t]42) (Capital: Pingchéng, -F3&,
until 493, Ludyang, &%, thenceforth)

Sometime between 11 March and 9 April 476*

The states of Ruiinruin (i.c., Réuran),” Goryeo, Kumoxi (MC
kPo-mwk-higi), and Persia simultaneously dispatched emissaries
to make audience [with the emperor] and present tribute.

“The date 2 June 468 is converted from “Summer, Xinchéu (the twenty-sixth day) of the
Fourth Month [of the Second Year of Huangxing]” ((2E _F|EMA=H) (Wei Shou, Wei
shii, juan 6, #8Ak 1E (42F « Kox o LF S L) ).

2With the exception of Khotan and Persia, all the other states mentioned in this entry were in
northeastern Asia. Goryeo (% &), or Goguryeo (% 8) &), would become a major power,
challenging the Sui (’4) and Tang (/%) during the sixth and seventh centuries. The Khitan founded
the Lido (i&) (916-1125) and [Western] Lido ([ %]1#&) (1124-43) states during the tenth century and
the twelfth century, respectively.

?'In 496, the emperor changed the imperial clan’s surname from Tuoba (#53K) to Yuén (7T).
20nly the month in which this event occurred is given: “Spring, the Second Month of the
Inaugural Year of Chéngming” (FFRTTEE ) (Wei Shou, Wei shi, juan 7, #48 # (4L
LAt dut Himet))

»“Ruanrudn” (or “Rara,” #5%%), which means “worm(s),” was the Wéi’s derogatory name for the
Roéuran (# #X), a nomadic power that constituted the primary threat on the Wei’s northern frontier.
See “BA R ‘EAR, mABAR. K&, AL EL, KEAE KKLRL
(Weéi Shou, Wei shi, juan 103, 3248 4% (3E « A—F =« 7| F L+ — « 354D ).

30
_@’J‘ Iran Namag, Volume 6, Number 3—4 (Fall-Winter 2021)



IRIE - B - BEREZE - REEEGEESS -

King Kawad I (1. 488-96 and ca. 499—531) (Capital: Ctesiphon)

The Shizong Xuanwii (# 7 & &X,) Emperor Yuan Ké (7T1%) (1. 499-515)
of [Northern] Wei ([4t]4£) (Capital: Ludyang, &%)

5 December 507%

The states of Yanda (i.e., Hephthalites), Persia, Képantué (MC
kipt-buon-dn),” Kéwénti (MC KkPpt-miun-dei), Bunazhang
(MC piut-nn-ding), and Nitizhangti (MC niuk-dinn-dei) simul-
taneously dispatched emissaries to make audience [with the em-
peror] and present [tribute].?

UREE - RHR - HBRFE - BSUR - AW - BRIREREBAE T
it -

King Kawad I (1. 488-96 and ca. 499—531) (Capital: Ctesiphon)

The Suzong Xiaoming (# 7 # #1) Emperor Yuan XU (7T3) (1. 515—
31 March 528) of [Northern] Wei ([4t]4%) (Capital: Ludyang, i %)

9 May 51777

The states of Goryeo, Persia, Shiilé (MC fio-Iok), and Yanda
(i.e., Hephthalites) simultaneously dispatched emissaries to
make audience [with the emperor] and present [tribute].

##The date 5 December 507 is converted from “Xinwei (the sixteenth day) [of the Tenth Month
of the Fourth Year of Zhéngshi]” ([ .45 v9 4 % A 1F &) (Wei Shou, Wei shii, juan 8, 42
O (ILE « BN e BN HRL) ).

»Kepantud (7B &) was located east of the Pamir Mountains. See Wei Shou, Weéi shi, juan
103, #2k 4% (4% - A—B = P H AT — - BREA)

2] was unable to identify Kéwénti (7§ L #%), Bunazhang (7~ 7f4L), and Nitizhangti (124L4%).
YThe date 9 May 517 is converted from “Summer, Jiawii (the fourth day) [of the Fourth
Month of the Second Year of Xiping]” ([E-F =418 w A ¥ 4) (Wei Shou, Wei shi, juan
9, Ml B (ALE - B FRE - ARL) ).
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SR - RHET - IRE) - IRBERE R EEEAR -
14 September 518%

The states of Persia, Shiilée (MC fio-lok), Oddiyana, and Kucha
simultaneously dispatched emissaries to make audience [with
the emperor] and present [tribute].

AR - R - RE - BILEBIEERR -

On 14 September 518 (or another date between 26 February 518 and
30 July 520)*

The [said] state (i.e., Persia) dispatched emissaries, submitting a
letter for presenting things as tribute that read: “A grand state’s
Son of Heaven, born of Heaven, may he, [in the land] where the
sun comes out, long be the Son of Heaven in the center of the
galaxy. Kawad, King of the state of Persia, renders thousands
and tens of thousands of reverential salutes.” The imperial court
happily accepted it. Thenceforth, [Persia] often sent emissaries
to make audience [with the emperor] and present [tribute].

HEEE LERY - = “RBIXF - RZFE - BHEEERE
PXRF - BB EEMZTENFF -~ BERMN; BItSERR -

10 July 521%

Jiimi (MC kio-mrit; Keriya?)*! and the state of Persia simultane-

#The date 14 Septemeber 518 is converted from “Dingwei (the twenty-fourth day) [of the Leap
Seventh Month of the Inaugural Year of Shéngul]” ([###&TERE+A]TK) (Wei Shou, Wei
shit, juan 9, 280k # (#0F - B - FLEI - HRLD ).

»Only the approximate time in which this event occurred is given: “In the middle of the Shéngut
[era]” (#%&). Therefore, this account might refer to details of the mission from Persia on 14
September 518, or might refer to another mission from Persia. (Wei Shou, Wéi shii, juan 102, 42
A (R KX —a = FUEFE AT - B HIED)

The date 10 July 521 is converted from “Dingsi (the twentieth day) of the Leap [Fifth] Month
[of the Second Year of Zhéngguang]” ([IEX_E]E[H]ATE) (Wei Shou, Wei shii, juan 9,
AL 1B (ILE « BIL - FLB I BRE) ).

31Jtmi (J& %) appears to be the Jimi (#)7#) of earlier times, and if so, would be the region of
Keriya (L 5), eastern neighbor of Khotan. (Middle Chinese phonology appears to make this
plausible but not certain.)
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ously dispatched emissaries to make audience [with the emperor]
and present [tribute].

EZ - KBS EERE -
29 August 522*

The states of Persia, Buhan (MC piut-hon),** and Kucha simul-
taneously dispatched emissaries to make audience [with the em-
peror] and present tribute.

BT~ RE - BILEEIEESE

King Kawad I (1. 488-96 and ca. 499-531) (Capital: Ctesiphon)

The Xiaozhuang (# #+) Emperor Yuan Ziyou (-L-F1X) (r. 15 May 528
26 January 531) of [Northern] Wei ([4t]42) (Capital: Luoyang, &%)

Sometime between 1 August and 30 August 528*

Meanwhile, the state of Persia presented a lion to the Wéi.
[Moqi] Chounu kept it, and changed the era name to “Shénshou”
(“Divine Beast”).

g RATEIRET AR ER - BRINEE 2, DT HHER -

The date 29 August 522 is converted from “Autumn, Rénzi (the twenty-second day) of the
Seventh Month [of the Third Year of Zhéngguang]” ((IEX=%|#tBEF) (Wei Shou, Wei
shi, juan 9, 484k 4% (#F - K- FRFEL - BHRL) ).

¥Buhan (7~ ) appears to be the Buhan (#4%) mentioned in the seventh-century travelogue Da
Tang xiyiji  K/E®RILY . If so, this would place it in Ferghana («k ,3), but Prof. Ji Xianlin
identifies Buhan (#4%) as Poluona (#7471 instead of Buhan (7<) (see Xuén Zang and Bian
J1, Da Tang Xivi ji jido zhi, ed. Ji Xianlin [Beijing: Zhonghua Shijt, 1985], 84-85, % # ##
W ORFE FEK KE(KBEOHREKRE - AF— - HIZA) % 8485 A [dbw: F
#E 5, 1985]). (Middle Chinese phonology appears to make this plausible but not certain.)
*#Only the month in which this event occurred is given: “Autumn, the Seventh Month [of the
Second Year of Datong]” ([XE ] #+tH) (Stma Guang, Zi zhi tong jian [Beijing: Zhdonghua
Shijt, 1976], 4750, 8 Bt %% (HisiEsE (A=+M) - £HF—aRE+ = FLA -
FARZFA) F 4750 B [dew: FEZH, 1976)).
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Sequel (not a quotation): Moqi Chounu (77 % &24%), a renegade
general and self-proclaimed emperor, was later suppressed and
executed by the general Erzhii Tianguang (# 4 % 5£) in June 530,
and the Weéi court gained the lion.

King Kawad I (1. 488-96 and ca. 499-531) (Capital: Ctesiphon)

The Jiémin (& B]) Emperor Yuan Gong (7T#%) (r. 1 April 528-13
June 532) of [Northern] Wei ([15]42) (Capital: Luoyang, &%)

ca. 530-31

As Erzhii Tianguang exterminated Moqi Chéuni, [he] gained
for the first time the lion presented by Persia, and sent [it] to
Luoyéang. By that time the Jiémin Emperor had acceded to the
throne, and [he] issued an imperial decree, reading: “Of birds
and beasts, to confine them would be to contradict their nature.”
[The emperor] ordered [that the lion be] sent back to [its] country
of origin (i.e., Persia). The emissary, on account of the way to
Persia being [too] long [and the destination thus] unreachable,
killed it en route and returned. The relevant administrator(s)
impeached [the emissary] for contravening imperial decree. The
emperor said, “How could a person be made culpable on account
of a beast?!”” [The emperor]| then pardoned him.

WARRAZ BRI - IR ETFRRIET 7 - 255805 - RER
wENI - FBE : “BERREZAERY - " ZEAE - E£E LUK
BEEADE  REBERZMER - AaZES - 8 : “S0lEm
FEA? I7BRZ -

A eulogy from 2021: Posterity shall always remember Ambassador
Sher, who fell in the line of duty.

33STma Guang, Zi zhi tong jian, 4301, 81 B X, ¥ (F 608 (A=—+#) < BF—8v LT
Ao Rt — - HAEKXZFT—) F4801 7.
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King Kawad I (r. 488-96 and ca. 499-531) (Capital: Ctesiphon)

The Gaozi W (& #8X,) Emperor Xiao Yan (# #7) (r. 502-49) of
[Southern] Liang ([#]3#) (Capital: Jiankang,*® 3 &)

Sometime between 13 February 530 and 2 February 531%

The state of Persia [. . .] made first contact with Jiangzuo
(i.e., Liang territory),® dispatching emissaries to present
Buddha’s tooth (or teeth).*

BRAREL. IR A EBERGT -

King Khosrow I (r. 531-79) (Capital: Ctesiphon)

The Gaozli Wit (%42 &,) Emperor Xiao Yan (# #7) (r. 502-49) of
[Southern] Liang ([#]#) (Capital: Jiankang, 3 &)

12 September 533!

The state of Persia dispatched emissaries to present local things
[from Persia].

3Jiankang (# 4 ): present-day Nanjing (% %), Jiangst ((L#k).

¥"Only the year in which this event occurred is given: “The Second Year of Zhong Datong” (F X
) (Yéo Silian, Lidng shii [Shanghai: Wlizhou Téngwén Ju, 1903], juan 54, Bk 2k 4% (R
FeAAtTW IUEFE WA N R HMA) AGRIP AT A ZMNR LA B and
Li Yanshou, Nan shi [Shanghai: Wiizhou Téngwén Ja, 1903], juan 79, 33 & 1% (&L « &
LI e MR F I e 5T o ATE ) ). Curiously, this event is recorded only in the
accounts of foreign states, and not in the Bénji (A 42), or “Basic Annals,” of emperors, despite
the arrival of other diplomatic missions being recorded for that year.

3¥«Jiangzu®” (meaning “River’s Left”) refers to the area south and east of the Yangtze River as it
flows for about six hundred kilometers in the northeastern direction during its final leg. Jiangzud
was the core territory under [Southern] Liang rule, and thus, the account records the first contact
between the Sasanian Empire and the [Southern] Liang.

¥Teeth purported to be those of the Buddha were highly prized relics. Buddhism enjoyed lavish
Liang patronage. Due to ambiguity, the text may read either “tooth” or “teeth.”

“Made first contact with Jiangzu® (i.e., Lidng territory)” (#83&1%) is only in Li Yanshou, Nin
shi, juan 79,33 & 1 (B - BT MR FE ST RET - HME) .

“The date 12 September 533 is converted from “Jidzi (the eighth day) of the Eighth Month of
the Fifth Year of Zhong Datong” ([P XBHEN\B]RF) (Yéo Silian, Lidng shii, juan 3, k%
e #EART - E= A h = XFT)).
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RERBIEERA YD -
10 June 535%
The state of Persia presented local things [from Persia].

BB -

King Khosrow I (r. 531-79) (Capital: Ctesiphon)

The Feéi (i#) Emperor Yuan Qin (7T4k) (r. 11 February 552—17 February
554) of [Western] Wei ([ % ]4£) (Capital: Chang’an, & <)

Sometime between 30 January 553 and 17 February 554*

Its king (i.e., the king of Persia) dispatched emissaries to come
present local things [from Persia].

HIEFERRSY -

King Khosrow I (r. 531-79) (Capital: Ctesiphon)

The Gong (#) Emperor Yuan Kuo (7A¢) (r. 18 February 554—15
January 557) of [Western] Wei ([®]4%) (Capital: Chang’an, &%)

Sometime between 7 February 555 and 27 January 556*

Its king (i.e., the king of Persia) again® dispatched emissaries to

“The date 10 June 535 is converted from “Summer, Géngzi (the twenty-fourth day) of the
Fourth Month of the Inaugural Year of Datong” ((XRTE|EMABEF) (Yo Silian, Lidng
shit, juan 3, BB #E (RF « B=« ALF=Z - XFTH).

“Only the year in which this event occurred is given: “The Second Year [of the reign] of the
Feéi Emperor of Wei” (8827 —£F) (Linght Défen, Zhou shii [Shanghai: Wiizhou Tongwén Ja,
1903], juan 50, 490 f8 % 1% (AZE « RE+T « M F o+ = « ZBT « HME) k&R
9P &+ A B R LR B ER).

#“Only the year in which this event occurred is given: “The Second Year [of the reign] of the
Gong Emperor of Wei” (%% Z£) (Li Yanshou, Béi shi [Shanghai: Wiizhou Tongwén Ja,
1903], juan 97, Z3 & 4% (AL « It « FMEF AT E « B3 - HATE) ).

“In context, “again” (X, you) denotes after the unspecified Persian visits to the [Northern] Wei
that followed the visit on 14 September 518 (or another date between 26 February 518 and 30 July
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present local things [from Persia].

HENEFEmIMEY -

King Khosrow I (. 531-79) (Capital: Ctesiphon)

The Gaozu Wi (& 42 X,) Emperor Yuwén Yong (F X £) (1. 560-78)
of [Northern] Zhou ([-t] /) (Capital: Chang’an, & %)

25 May 567%

The Tiirks,” Tiyuhun,* and AnxI (an Iranian polity?)*

520), when the quoted letter purportedly from Kawad I was presented. The full text of the account
is“ibsiP, AREMAEE RS, & KBAXRTF, RIME, BHHETHLFRT.
WHB IS TR T MEEHNZ. A, B, AvF, AEaEM
k.
“The date 25 May 567 is converted from “Rénshén (the second day) of the Fifth Month of the
Second Year of Tianhé” (KM _&E]|ABEE) (Linghtt Défen, Zhou shit, juan 5, SIKEZE 4%
CRAF « B2« Frfi K« X L) ).
TTiirks (%2 Bk, Tjué) in this context refers to a specific steppe nomadic people that constituted
the Zhou’s powerful northern neighbor; scholars have referred to them as Kok Tiirk. It does not
refer to Turkic-language speakers in general.
“The Tiyuhtn (=£2-#) were an offshoot of the Murdng (3% %%) branch of the Xianbgi (&%)
people, and hence distant cousins of the [Northern] Weéi and [Northern] Zhou rulers. At this time,
the Tuyuhun constituted a western neighbor of the [Northern] Zhou, and were located in what is
modern-day Qinghai (# #).
“Curiously, the Zhou shii attests to the state of AnxI (4% &) as contemporaneous with Persia
(%%, Bost). The earliest extant Chinese reference to Anx1 (4 £, Old Chinese ?an-sak) is found
in the early-first-century-BC work Shiji {£.32) ,in which AnxTrefers to a great power, evidently
the Parthian Empire. Chinese historical tradition from the Shi ji onward relates that there was a
state on the western border of Anxi called Tidozhi (1444 4% %), and several histories, including
the Weéi shii and Zhou shii, relate that Persia is located in the land of “ancient Tidozht” (& 14 %,
gui Tidozhi); in other words, Persia was understood as the successor to Tidozhi, geographically
speaking (Wéi Shou, Wei shi, juan 102, 80k £ (#F « A—8 = « 2| H L+ « B3 -
HAE, %88, R=EE) ;and Lingha Défen, Zhou shii, juan 50, 2 IKEE # (AE -
BET - MEF = o BT - B, 2 &H, KIEA)Y ). Also, whereas the Shi ji
refers to Anx1 as a great power with Tidozhi as its vassal, the Zhou shii refers to Anx as a vassal
of the Yanda (=&, Hephthalites), and to Persia as a great power. Thus, the way the Zhou shit
relates Anxi and Persia as contemporaneous does not contradict Chinese historical tradition or
the power status of the Sasanian Empire in the sixth century, but it does leave several questions:
What was this sixth-century Anxi state that owed vassalage to the Yanda? What emissary to
the [Northern] Zhou court would have presented himself, or been regarded by the said court,
as representing Anxi? For an overview of the Chinese primary-source records on Parthia, see
Wang Tao, “Parthia in China: A Re-consideration of the Historical Records,” in The Idea of
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simultaneously dispatched emissaries to present local things
[from their respective lands].

R~ ITHE - REWEFERSY) -

Possibly King Hormozd IV (r. 579-90) and definitely Khosrow II
(r. 590-628) (Capital: Ctesiphon)

Possibly the Gaozti Wén (%42 3 ) Emperor Yang Jian (# %) (r. 581-604)
of Sui (%), definitely the Yang (%) Emperor Yang Guang (+#5 &) (r.
604—17) of Sui (%), and possibly the Gong (#) Emperor Yang You (+#7
A1) (r. 19 December 61717 June 618) of Sui () (Capital: Daxing,* X 1)

Sometime between 4 March 581 (but likely no earlier than 14 August
604) and 29 May 618

Persia often dispatched emissaries to present tribute.
RETEEER -

Sometime between 14 August 604 and ca. 15 May 607>

Iran, vol. 2, The Age of the Parthians, ed. Vesta Sarkhosh Curtis and Sarah Stewart (London:
L. B. Tauris, 2007), 87-104. On the apparently different “Anx1” in later times, see David A.
Utz, “Arsak, Parthian Buddhists, and ‘Iranian’ Buddhism,” Sino-Platonic Papers 222 (2012):
179-91. Reference on pp. 179-83.

The Sui’s Daxing (kX $£) was located just southeast of the then-existing Chang’an (& 4).
When the Tang succeeded the Sui, it renamed Daxing “Chang’an.”

S'The span 4 March 581-29 May 618 was the entire timespan of Sui sovereignty, which is
what is implied by the context (Wéi Zhéng and Zhangstin Wji, Sui shi, juan 83, 288 & 7%
B% FE(FEE AT 31 FH T« B\ e KB )Y ). The next entry cited in
the chronology may imply that the Sui had its first contact with Persia through the mission led
by Li Yu; if so, Sasanian dispatchment of emissaries to the Sui would have occurred no earlier
than 604. The date 29 May 618 was the official last day of Sui sovereignty recognized by the
Téng, which claimed to be the legitimate successor to the Sui. Although Sui sovereignty continued
to be recognized outside of Tang-controlled territory for some years after 618, the Sui shii was
a Tang-commissioned official history, and hence, the work would not recognize any event after
29 May 618 as occurring during Sui rule.

2The time frame for these events fell within the Yang Emperor’s reign, which according to Tang
officialdom was 14 August 604—-19 December 617; he continued to reign until his death on 11
April 618, but the Tang recognized him only as emperor emeritus (K £ 2, tai shang hudng)
during those last months. The office of Cloud[-riding] Cavalry Colonel (‘& % &f, yin gi wéi)
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The Yang Emperor dispatched Cloud[-riding] Cavalry Colo-
nel®” Li Yu on [diplomatic] mission to contact Persia, which soon
thereafter dispatched emissaries to follow [Li] Yu [on his return]
and present local things [from Persia] as tribute.

BREERMNFEEERY  SEXBEEAY -

King Yazdegerd III (r. 632-51) (Capital: Ctesiphon until 637, in
eastward flight thenceforth)

The Taizong (X 7) Emperor Li Shimin (£# K)) (r. 626-49) of
Tang (%) (Capital: Chang’an,** & )

Sometime between 9 February 639 and 28 January 640

Goryeo, Silla, the Western Tiirks, Tocharia, the Kang (MC
kpn) state, the An[xi] state, Persia, Shiilé (MC fio-lok), Khotan,
Agni (Yangi),** Qocho (Gaochang), Lam Ap, Kiinming (MC
kun-miar),”” and the barbarian chieftains of the desolate ring,>*

was evidently abolished on 15 May 607 (k% =< & v9 A £ &), so it may be inferred that at
least when Li Yu was dispatched to Persia, the time was prior to the said date; see Wei Zhéng
and Zhangstin Wiji, Suf shi, juan 3, #88% & A& F4& (FE - £= - FRE= - 5§
Y, sv. KE=FFwWHEk and cross-reference with <35 #Bp{%. .. BHHFL L, £ L
LB, FLT—%, B, ANE, W+ =5ME, FF £ (Wei Zhéng and Zhingsiin
Wi, Sui shii, juan 28, (E =+« EHE =+ = BET)).

3The Sui’s system of ranks was similar to that which the Tang later instituted. “Cloud[-riding]
Cavalry Colonel” was somewhere between full rank six and deputy rank nine, hence a junior officer
overall (Wéi Zheng and Zhangsiin Wuji, Suf shii, juan 28, 388 &7 &8 F1& (S - A=+
AN EFF=ZBET),sv. FL~H)

*#The Tang’s Chang’an was the same city as the Sui’s Daxing, located just southeast of the
Chang’an of pre-Sui times.

3Only the year in which these events occurred is given: “The Thirteenth Year of Zhénguan” (&
#+=4]) (Lin X, Jitt Tang shii [Shanghai: Wiizhou Téngwén Jb, 1903], juan 3, 2119 4 (% &
F B ARFEZ  KET) AR AT A ZNE LA L)

Agni later became known as Qarashahr ( ,.31,3).

SKinming (£ #) was a power on the Tang’s southwestern frontier and also bordered Tibet.
**Desolate ring (7R, huangfit) was part of a geographical conception from the ancient Zhou (J3])
period (ca. 1046-256 BC), whereby the world beyond the ruler’s capital is divided into five concen-
tric rings (R, fit), the outermost ring being the desolate ring.
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one after another, dispatched emissaries to make audience [with
the emperor] and present tribute.

BRE - WA TR - 1K - EE - 28 - RET - R T
H- 5% 58 ME ERRGRESEHEIGEESE -

Conlflicting information: either sometime between 21 January 638 and 8
February 639% or sometime between 10 February 647 and 29 January 648

Yazdegerd dispatched emissaries to present a beast, named
“live mattress snake,” whose shape is in the class of a mouse
but blue-green in color; its body is eight, nine cin (~22-28 cm)
long,*> and could enter a hole to catch (take) mouse.

FRIREERM—E - 2EER  HEEmesS - SR\

AEAJUENE

During the late reign of King Yazdegerd III (r. 632-51) and the reign
of King Peroz III (r. ca. 651%/662—ca. 677) (Capital: Jiling, % [z,
MC dzit-lian)**

The Gaozong (% %) Emperor Li Zhi (£:%) (r. 649-83) of Tang (/%)
(Capital: Chang’an, & %)

¥Only the year in which this event occurred is given: “The Twelfth Year of Zhénguan” (5
+ %) (Ouyéng Xii and Song Qf, Xin Tdang shii [Shanghai: Wiizhou Téngwén Ja, 1903], juan
221 xia, B fE KAR $4E (#AF - BB+ —T « A E T +XT » B -
WY & RIP A&+ A B B LA B EP).

“Qnly the year in which this event occurred is given: “The Twenty-First Year of Zhénguan”
([ES8]=+—F) (Lit Xu, Jitr Tang shii, juan 198, £]1%) 3% (EEE « E—a LT\ « 7)1}
F—AUItA e BIRFEE I ).

°IT surmise that this animal was some kind of ferret or weasel. I would like to thank ostad Leila
Rahimi Bahmany for her support, and ostad Mazdak Khajehpour for his input, which included
the possibility of this animal as a mongoose.

©2A ciin (1) is estimated to have been 2.8-3.1 cm (see “/& K& = #74]” [“Tang dai du liang
héng zhi”], Baidu (& #}), baike.baidu.com/item/ /& /X % = #7 %1 [accessed 29 May 2021]). By
the said figures, 8 ciin would come to 22.4-24.8 cm, while 9 cun would come to 25.2-27.9 cm.
®Indicating the year 651 is done merely to account for the possibility that Peroz I1I claimed the
Sasanian throne upon Yazdegerd III’s death. I am unaware of any primary-source evidence that
this took place.

#In both the Jit Tang shii and Xin Tang shii, the city is called Jiling ([, MC dzit-lion),
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Most of the events in the chronology hereon are documented in both the
Jin Tang shit (JTS) and Xin Tdang shit (XTS). As the JTS is the older
source, it will be used as the basis for the chronology. The X7'S accounts
are given in the appendix.

ca. 650s%

Yazdegerd was timid and weak, chased away by [his] great
chiefs. [He] then fled toward Tocharia. Having yet to arrive, [he]
was already Killed by Tajik (i.c., Arab)® soldiers. His son was
named Peroz, who then sought refuge with the yabghu®” of
Tocharia, gaining relief.®® (JTS)

FPEEES - RAEEMEZE - BFILKE - KXE - MRARERR
R HF BRI - NIRIDKREEE - B2 -

Sometime between 1 February 656 and 4 April 661%°

which has widely been identified as Zaranj (z—__). I have noticed a number of Internet sources
saying that it is Zabul ( J—I;), which is very close to Zaranj. Hamidreza Pashazanous and Ehsan
Afkande argue that the city should be in Tocharia (Tocharistan), but have yet to identify a specific
alternative city (see Hamidreza Pashazanous and Ehsan Afkande, “The Last Sasanians in Eastern
Iran and China,” Anabasis: Studia Classica et Orientalia 5 [2014]: 139-54, reference on pp.
140-46). While I am not qualified to draw conclusions on this issue, I would like to raise
a possibility for scholars to consider: As the Tang officially established the Superintendency
of Persia (AT 4K B Jit, Bost diidu fif), might Jiling (# %, MC dzit-lion) be a purely Chinese
name, despite the resemblance with Zaranj? After all, there were many two—character name
localities with -/ing (F%) as the second character.

SSInferred from context. See Liti Xu, Jit: Tang shii, juan 198, 21wy 4% (¥ EZ « A—a L+
Ao FUFFE TN o BB E < RO A,

%The Chinese historical sources refer to the Arabs as Tajik (from >b).

"Yabghu is a high-ranking Turkish title. Tocharia at the time was under the Western Ttirks.
%See Touraj Daryaee, “Yazdegerd’s Last Year: Coinage and History of Sistan at the End of
Late Antiquity,” in Festschrift fiir Erich Kettenhofen, ed. Touraj Daryaee and O. Tabibzadeh,
Iranistik: Deutschsprachige Zeitschrift fiir iranistische Studien 5, vols. 1 & 2 (Tehran:
Iran-Universitétsverlag, 2006-7), 21-29.

“Only the approximate time in which this event occurred is given: “In the middle of the Xidn-
qing years” (BEBEE ). The primary source is the epitaph of Aludhan (1T % 1&). 1 consulted
a low-resolution image of the epitaph (“IT ¥ & [“Aludhan™], HeE & 4+ [Kuai dong baike],
www.baike.com/wikiid/7102552629280730417 [accessed 24 May 2021]), checked against
CREHCEIT B K R A E AR B 2 RER B BN U B 2 467 (“Da Téng gu Bost
guo da qiuzhang you tinwei jiangjin shang zhu guoé Jinchéng jun kaiguéd gong Bosi jun qitl zhi
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Epitaph of the tomb of a Persian gentleman, the Great Tang’s
late grand chieftain of the state of Persia, General of the
Right Garrison Guard, High Pillar of State, Kaigu6” Duke
of Jinchéng Province’': The gentleman’s name’ was Alu6han
(Wahram?); [his] clan was distinguished; [he] was a person
of the state of Persia. In the middle of the Xidnqing years, the
Gaozong Heavenly Sovereign Da”® Emperor, on account of
[Aludhan’s] merits and achievements being noteworthy and
[his] name being renowned {in the Western Region’™}, sent out
emissaries to summon [him] to come and arrive here, upon
which time [he] was appointed {Right} Emissary-in-Charge
of Commanding the Army at the North Gate> ooo and
commissioned as Grand Emissary for Cooptation and
Mollification of the Various Domains of the State of Filin.
And on the western border of Fulin, [he] erected a stele, which
still stands (exists) solemnly.”

ming”), 4 # 3 & (Wéi qi wén ku), zh.m.wikisource.org/zh-hant/ K /& ¥R M B K # & % &
A E b AR B A IR ER B BN B 2 44 (accessed 24 May 2021).
"“Kaigu6” (P B ) which evidently means “[for whom a feudatory] state [was] established,” is
an integral and standard part of the title of the peerage.
"'A General of the Right Garrison Guard (% AT &, you tin wéi jiangjin) was a military
functionary officer (X J& ¥ '&, wii zhi shi guan) of the deputy third rank (£ 5 = %, zong di san
pin). A High Pillar of State (_L4% B, shang zhi gud) was an honorary officer (81 ‘&, xiin guan)
of the full second rank (iE 5 =%, zhéng di ér pin). Kaigudé Duke of Jinchéng Province (4 4%
ZRBA B 2N, Jinchéng jin kaigué gong) was a peerage of the full second rank.
Name” is translated from /ui (3%), which means “to avoid mention.” In the case of the epitaph,
it was necessary to mention the personal name for informational purposes, so sui was written
to signify that despite having to mention the personal name, respect was intended. This was a
common practice.
At the time this account was written, Da (X) was part of the Gaozong Emperor’s posthumous
name (&, shi) (“F B L3 8 R 2 K&, B3R & R [Lia XU, Jiu Tang shii, juan 5, #19) 3%
(BEL KB ALFH B - HFET) ,s.v. 748 TH]). The posthumous name Da means
“Adhering to Heaven and Emulating Yao” (A X ik 4, zé Tian fi Ydo), Y4o being a legendary
sage ruler (see S Xun, Shi fa, Qinding si ku quan shii: shi bu 13 [n.p.: n.p., 1781/82], juan 2,
42,888 4% (G W EeE « L3t = cmk o A= - W) W E+—A).
™Western Region (% 3k, XTyu) was the Chinese name for Central Asia.
7“{Right} Emissary-in-Charge of Commanding the Army at the North Gate” is my tentative
translation of jiang jin Béimén {you} ling shi (#-F A9 {#}481%), which appears to be a
commission (£, chai). However, I am unfamiliar with this title and may have mistranslated.
76Although Chinese sources traditionally equate Filin (##4k ###K) with the Eastern Roman
Empire (i.e., Da Qin, K £&), in the context of the epitaph, Fiilin refers to a place in Central Asia,
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REWRHBEAER - AEESE - LHE - SMERE 2K
ERZH - BRMER - BE - RIFBEAL - BEFD - SRX
EXFUNETE - BE{FEE] - LfE - ZREL - BIRGELL
FI{B}ERE - ooo - SGEBMBIREFBERARE - FREMARII
& IHEEE -

Note: “0” means an undeciphered Chinese character. “{}” means
the best reading of one or more characters.

Sometime between 5 April 661 and 24 January 66277 and the
dispatchment of emissaries in presumably the years afterwards

Peroz memorialized (i.e., submitted a message to) [the emperor]
in the Inaugural Year of Léngshuo, stating that [he] was
frequently being invaded and harassed by the Tajiks, and requests
soldiers for relief and aid. [The emperor]| decreed the dispatching
of Wang Mingyuin, Magistrate of Nanyéu District,”® Long
Prefecture, as emissary to the Western Region to divide and
organize [the region into] prefectures and districts, thereupon
making its (i.e., the Western Region’s) territory of Jiling (MC
dzit-liay) City as the Headquarters of the Superintendency of
Persia, and appointing Peroz as superintendent.” Several times

as it is inconceivable that Aluéhan would be sent to the Eastern Roman Empire and have a stele
erected on the empire’s western borders.

""Only the year in which this event occurred is given: “The Inaugural Year of Longshuo” (RE¥A
FEEE) (Litt X, Jitr Tdng shii, juan 198, Blg) 4% (& EF « £—at A\ - 7% —aw+
AN e BAYD ).

The magistrate of Nanyo6u District would have been a junior officer. His precise rank would
have depended on the designation of the district as “upper” (£, shang) (in which case, he would
have been a deputy six upper, #£ % >~ st L%, zong di lin pin shang jié); “middle” (¥, zhong)
(full seven upper, iE % X & _EF¥, zhéng di qi pin shang jié); or “lower” (T, xia) (deputy seven
upper, # § X & _EFE, zong di gi pin shang jié). See Lit Xu, Jit: Tang shit, juan 42, 216 1% (4
BE Aot EF A cmE—) .

™A superintendent (#E, diidu) was basically a governor-general. There were “grand” (X, da),
“middle” (*F, zhong), and “lower” (T, xia) superintendents. The Superintendency of Persia was
evidently equal to a middle superintendency, and if so, the rank of its superintendent would have
been full rank three (:E % = 3%, zhéng di san pin). However, if it had been equal to a lower
superintendency, the rank would have been deputy rank three (# % =&, zong di san pin).
See Litt XU, Jitr Tang shit, juan 42, #i6) #% (B EE - Ao+ =« EH -+ = - ®E—) .
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thereafter, [Peroz] sent emissaries to present tribute. (J75)

REMEPTERS, BERARRKRE  BERUE - SERINFEH
BLIBEFREDE - 2EMNBE - BIIEMERNERAEE
Ff - BREHRHE - SREBEES -

14 February 662

[The emperor] installed Peroz, Superintendent of Persia, as
King of Persia.

IREREE BRI AR KA E -
Sometime between 27 March 670 and 5 September 674%!

Peroz himself came and entered the court; the Gaozong
[Emperor] greatly increased favors and bestowments, and
appointed (saluted) [Peroz] as General of the Right Martial
Guard.® (JTS)

%The date 14 February 662 is converted from “Spring, Xinhai (the twenty-first day) of the First
Month of [Léngshuo]” ([BE¥I| —&F&ERFX). See Stimd Guang, Zi zhi tong jian, 6326, 5] %
X GF (KLEE (A=TH) - £5-8 - BRTN-FFRZXEFARFLHE
ZTF) # 6326 A.

810nly the approximate time in which this event occurred is given: “In the middle of the Xianhéng
[era]” (& F ) (Litt Xu, Jitt Tang shi, juan 198, 2|8 1% (#EE « A—F T\ « 7%
FawEA - B AN ).

#2General of the Right Martial Guard was deputy rank three and a military functionary officer-
ship. The officership was so named during a period that lasted from ca. 661-64 to ca. 705-7.
Before and after that period, it was called General of the Right Swift Horse Guard (% 52 #5% &,
you xido wéi jiangjin) (see Lit Xu, Jin Tang shi, juan 42, )0 3£ (% EZ « @+ =«

EH =« BE—) ,sv. LEAF, andjuan 44, Flny) 3 (EEE - Kwtw e« &5
—+vw - #®E =) ,sv. &F). Records of an inscription of a statue of Peroz III (which still
exists but with eroded inscription) purportedly reads “Grand General of the Right Swift Horse
Guard” (% B KAF E 55 0747 Bk b £ 9507), a full rank three officership, which would
constitute a promotion from General of the Right Martial Guard (see Li Haowén, Chdng 'an ti
zhi, Qinding si ki quén shii: shi bu 16 [n.p.: n.p., 1751], juan zhong, 9, Z4F L 4% (4kz ™
BhE et — o kxBE AP o ) 5T 5555 ). Peroz 11l was probably
promoted late in life or posthumously. According to one study, Peroz “received the illustrious
office of a ‘Great general of the Martial Guards of the Left’ (£ 5£%# X 4§ %) within the impe-
rial guards” (Agostini and Stark, “Zawulistan,” 19, 19nn6-7; Agostini and Stark’s translation
“Martial” equates to the present article’s translation “Swift Horse”). Due to lack of materials,
T was unable to trace this information according to the citation, but this information is curious,
as ZBAM KA$ E is higher in precedence than 7 524 X A$ %, which is given in the aforesaid
inscription, and it would seem odd that Peroz would be demoted.
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SIEHBRAS; SRENRE - FARESE -
17 January 675%
King Peroz of Persia came to court. (J7S)
RETE B ER AR SRR o
Sometime between 8 February 677 and 27 January 6783

The Persian Hu* Temple southeast of the cross street [of the
Liquan Sector]®: In the Second Year of Yiféng, King Peroz of
Persia memorialized (i.e., submitted a message to) [the emperor],
requesting to establish a Persian temple at this [place].

[R5+ PERZRENNS AT RN EREGER

Regarding the inscription, it has been suggested that “If we take these titles as merely honorary
and see in the word ‘Persia’ an equivalent for Eran3ahr, then it would be redundant to call someone
‘King of Persia’ and ‘Commander in chief of Persia’. On the other hand, we may assume that
‘King of Persia’ indicates kingdom lost (i.e., Eransahr), while ‘Commander in chief of Persia’
indicates that Chi-ling was given to Péroz by the Tang emperor as a fiefdom” (Pashazanous and
Afkande, “Last Sasanians,” 147). It must be noted, however, that “King of Persia” (B E,
Bosi wang) was a peerage (i, jué), while “% M #5 K> (Bost ditdu) (Pashazanous’s translation
“Commander in chief” equates to the present article’s translation “Superintendent of Persia™)
was an officership (&, guan). Thus, if anything was a “fiefdom,” it was the “state of Persia” (&
7 B, Bosi guo), ruled by the King of Persia. At the same time, the “Superintendency of Persia”
(BT AL, Bosi diidu fit) was the administrative purview of the “Superintendent of Persia”
(B HATARE, Bost ditdu), a non-hereditary officership. Indeed, in giving the two titles, the Tang
emperor intended no redundancy, but the actual reason for which there was no redundancy is
as explained.

$The date 17 January 675 is converted from “Xinmao (the sixteenth day) of the Twelfth Month
of the Inaugural Year of Shangyuan” ([ £5Tw&E+ZH]=00) (Lia X, Jiu Tdng shii, juan 5,
Bl i (BEREE - BB ARFEBFET)).

%Only the year in which this event occurred is given: “The Second Year of Yifeng” ({&B %)
(Wéi Shu, Lidng jing xin ji [n.p.: Zhéngjué 16u, 1881/82], juan 1, # it # (MTH L « £ %
— c BIRY TR EAZIREMAT) B LEHFLER [EREEF]).

%In Téang times, Hii (#) referred to all peoples to the north and in Central Asia. The term may
have the connotation of “barbarian,” but it was also a widely used neutral term.

%Chang’an basically had a grid layout. The imperial palace was in the north of the city. The
rest of the city was mostly divided into rectangular sectors (37, fang). Liquan Sector (B & 37,
Liquan Fang) was in the northwestern part of the city. Each sector had a main perpendicular
cross street that effectively divided the sector into four quarters. This Persian temple would

therefore have been located in the southeastern quarter of Liquan Sector.
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RUEE R -

King Narseh (1. ca. 678-709)

The Gaozong (% %) Emperor Li Zhi (Z=7%) (r. 649-83) of Tang (/%)
(Capital: Chang’an, & %)

Sometime between 8 February 677 and 27 January 678

In the Second Year of Yiféng, Ashina Fuyan® Dizhi (MC to-
teie), Qaghan of the Ten Clans,* and Li Zhefu incited peripheral
domain tribes to invade and press toward [the] Anxi [Protector-
ate],” and allied with the Tibetans. Discussants (i.c., Tang offi-
cials eligible to deliberate or present their opinions on the matter)
wished to send soldiers to wage punitive war against them. Péi
Xingjian rendered advice, stating: “The Tibetans have wreaked
havoc, and the clash of arms has yet to cease; [Li] Jingxudn and
[Liu] Shénli lost order (i.c., suffered defeat in battle) and forfeited
[their] heads.”’ How could [we] cause further [problematic]
affairs for [the sake of] the west? Presently, the body of the King
of Persia has expired (i.e., he died). His son Narseh is at the capital
serving as collateral. [ Your Majesty’s servitor (i.e., [)] hope that
an emissary may be commissioned to go to Persia and invest
[Narseh as king], and as [the escort] passes by the tribes of the
two peripheral domains (i.e., Diizh1 and Li Zheéfu’s tribes) along

80nly the year in which this event occurred is given: “The Second Year of Yifeng” (& %)
(Lit X0, Jitz Tang shii, juan 84, 218 & (& EF « AN+ « 51 HE =+ « F4THR) ).
$Fayan (&) 2£) was not part of Diizhi (#F % ) Qaghan’s name, but rather the name of the command
he held. The T4ng established the Fiyan Superintendency (&) 348 F Jit, Fiiydn ditdu fir), with
Diizht as superintendent.

#The Ten Clans (44, Shi xing) were an offshoot of the Western Tiirks.

%The Anxi Protectorate (% ¥ #3# Jif, Anxi dithi fif) was the Tang’s overall administrative unit
in Central Asia, not to be confused with Anxi (% &), the aforementioned possible Iranian polity
and the Parthian Empire.

I'This normally means that they died, but the accounts are unclear. Li Jingxuan evidently did not
die, while Li Shénli might have been reported as killed in action but was evidently captured

alive. Information about this is found in various parts of the Jiu Tdng shii and Xin Tang shii.
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the way, matters [would be handled] following what is convenient
and appropriate, and [by this plan] certainly there would be
success (merit).” (JTS)

Sometime between 3 October 678 and 15 February 679% (text above
continues)

The Gaozong [Emperor] followed it (i.e., Péi Xingjian’s advice),
thereupon commanding Xingjisin [to see to the] investiture of,
and to escort, the King of Persia. [Péi Xingjian| thus became
Emissary for Tranquility and Mollification of the Tajiks. (JT5)

BR_F  tHoTREREER S RFECRDEE - RER
B ENMLE - FERREN L o (RITRESE  “HERSR
TERE; [FWZ - [BFE - KRR - RUBERBASES?
SKEERR - HYEEME"REER - EEFEERLMI -
BIESE_FEE - FHWESE - 40AEY - BREZ - EafT&
MEERETE - RREARRE -

In the Third Year of Yiféng, [the emperor] ordered Péi Xingjién,
Servant-Attendant (i.e., de facto vice minister) of the Ministry
of Personnel® to command soldiers, and [see to] the investiture
and escort of Peroz (sic, should be Narseh) as King of Persia.
Xingjidn, on account of the route [to Persia] being [too] long,

*?Based on the next Jiu Tdng shii account cited in the chronology, the year in which Péi Xingjian
expressed these words must have been the Third Year of Yiféng (# A =-F), which spanned 28
January 67815 February 679. The Tang defeat suffered at the hands of the Tibetans, mentioned
by Péi Xingjian in the same memorial, occurred on 3 October 678 (see Lit Xu, Jiu Tang shi,
juans, Blw) E (EEEZ - KA ARFE - ZZET) ,sv. RAZFLAAR).

932 2 T BT is the same as “%.i2 67 in the Xin Tdang shii #/EE) . “JIZE i is evidently
not an inadvertent misspelling, as this spelling is also used for the name of a king of the Kang (MC
khon) state (& B, Kang gud), which is in the territory of Samarqand (see Lit X, Jitz Tdng shii, juan
198, 2w 42 (EEF « F—BRT A < FUEFE—aW+ A - BH& - KA) ).

*This account is the immediate continuation of the previously cited account, from Lit Xu, Jiu
Téng shii, juan 84, #1#) 1% (EEE « EA+wW « G FE=+w - LiR) .

*Despite being assigned to the Ministry of Personnel at the time, Péi Xingjian had an extensive
frontier military career. In Tang times and earlier, it was common to have mixed military and

civil careers.
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arrived at Suiye, [the] AnxT [Protectorate] and returned. Peroz
(sic, should be Narseh) returned [toward Persia] alone, and was
not able to enter his state. [He] was invaded by the Tajiks, and
was guest in the state of Tocharia for twenty some years. [He]
had tribes of thousands of people, which later gradually
dispersed. (JT5)

BR=%F - TEGHRTEIGE - MERBH  (sic) RRR
T - TRUERE -  EXABREMNE - R8T (sic) BE - 1R
AEE; HRAEMRE - ERMXERE 8RS, BIEHTA -
BuRRERY -

Sequel to Péi Xingjidn’s escort mission (not a quotation): Péi
Xingjidn took the opportunity of escorting Narseh to arrest Duizht
and Li Zhefu, avoiding all-out war.

King Narseh (r. ca. 678-709)

The Zhongzong (F 7 ) Emperor Li Xian (Z#8) (. 684, 705-10) of
Tang (/) (Capital: Chang’an, & %)

Sometime between 28 January 708 and 14 February 7097

By the second year of Jinglong, [Peroz] (sic, should be Narseh)
again came and entered the court, and was appointed (saluted) as
General of the Left Awe-Inspiring Guard.” Soon thereafter, [he]
became ill and expired. His state thereupon perished, but units
[of followers, subjects] still exist. (J7S)

9%This account is from Liti Xu, Jitt Tdng shii, juan 198, 21w 3% (% EZ « A—a it -

FMFH =T A BHA AN

’Only the year in which these events occurred is given: “The Second Year of Jinglong” (=7
ZH) (Lit Xv, Jit Téng shii, juan 198, 211 4% (B EF - A—a Lt A7 E—aW
T e EmA e EATED ).

%General of the Left Awe-Inspiring Guard (£ BAGA £, zuo wéi wéi jiangjiin) was deputy rank
three, but lower in ceremonial precedence than the General of the Right Martial Guard (% &,
B £, you wii wéi jiangjin). The Awe-Inspiring Guard (B, wéi weéi) was the same as the

Garrison Guard (FH, fin wéi), just named differently during different periods.
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ERRE_F - [BEBH (sic) XRAH - BREREHE - BO%
Z - HEZW - MERIEE

4 May 710%

[Having lived] ninety-five springs and autumns, [Aludhan came
to the] end [of his life] at [his] private residence in the Eastern
Capital (i.c., Luoyang, i&1%).

EUNTER - BIRREB2AED -
Conclusion

I hope that the annotated chronology provides access to primary-source
information on a chapter of history otherwise closed to non-Sinologists.
The incompletion of this work is obvious. May specialists, especially
those with proficiency in Middle Persian and Middle Chinese, work
toward a more complete and accurate chronology in the future.

Appendix: ca. 650s—710 according to the X7'S Accounts

During the late reign of King Yazdegerd III (1. 632—51) and the reign
of King Peroz I1I (r. ca. 651/662—ca. 677) (Capital: Jiling, #% /&, MC
dzit-lian)

The Gaozong (% 7 ) Emperor Li Zhi (57%) (r. 649-83) of Tang (/%)
(Capital: Chang’an, &%)

ca. 650s'%

Yazdegerd did not rule, being chased away by [his] great chiefs.
[He] fled to Tocharia. Halfway, Tajik soldiers attacked and
killed him. [His] son Peroz entered Tocharia to [gain] relief.
[Peroz] dispatched emissaries to report of the distress. The

#The date 4 May 710 is converted from “The 1% Day of the Fourth Month of the Inaugural
Year of Jingyin” (RETEMNA—H). See “IT ¥ & (“Aludhan”).

"Inferred from context. See Ouyéng Xiti and Song Qi, Xin Tdng shii, juan 221 xia, BL5#5 K
AEE(HTEE A BT T c AMEE BTN T « B B

49
A Chronology of Sino—Sasanian Political Relations (455-710) _@’d‘




Gaozong [Emperor]|, on account of it being far and [thus] not
viable to deploy an army, declined to dispatch [one]. Meanwhile,
the Tajiks withdrew, and Tocharia accepted him by [affording]
military [protection].

PRERE - BABEEZE - FHKE - ¥E - KAEERZ - 752
BAAMXE R - BEESH - SRLUERTE - #18 - §X
BEEMZE - IEXEUEHZ -

The early part of sometime between 5 April 661 and 1 February 664!

In the beginning of the L.éngshuo [era], [Peroz] also reported
in distress that [he] was being invaded by the Tajiks. At that time,
the Son of Heaven (i.e., the emperor) was dispatching an
emissary to reach the Western Region, and divide and organize
[the region into] prefectures and districts, with Jiling
(MC dzit-liang) City as the Headquarters of the Superin-
tendency of Persia, upon which time [the emperor]| appointed
(saluted)'” Peroz as superintendent. Soon thereafter [the state
of Persia] was extinguished by the Tajiks.

Sometime between 27 March 670 and 5 September 674!%

Although [Peroz] was unable [to have, to rule] a state, in the
middle of the Xianhéng [era], [he] still entered the court, and
[the emperor] appointed [him] General of the Right Martial
Guard. [Later, Peroz] died.

10nly the approximate time in which this event occurred is given: “In the beginning of the
Loéngshuo [era]” (8883 #) (Ouyang Xiidi and Song Qi, Xin Tdng shit, juan 221 xia, BLI5 4 RKAR
FEAHELT AT =TT - 7B FE—FWTST « B BH) ). The Jinr Tang
shii gives a more precise time (see corresponding account).

102Saluted” is translated from bai (%), which means “salute” (noun), “to salute,” “to pay respect.”
A legacy of antiquity, when a ruler appointed a high-ranking officer, it was a favor to the appointee,
but it was also understood that the ruler held the appointee in esteem for his abilities, entrusting
him with the fortunes of the state. Practically speaking, hai means the same as shou (4%, to grant
[appointment]).

1%0nly the approximate time in which this event occurred is given: “In the middle of the Xianhéng
[era]” (BiZ &) (Ouyéang Xiti and Song Qi, Xin Tdang shii, juan 221 xia, BRI 15 RAL 5% (3
BE BT T I F—E W RT « B M) ).
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HAREE - BFPHAS - RERESE -3 -

King Narseh (r. ca. 678-709)

The Gaozong (% 7 ) Emperor Li Zhi (=7%) (r. 649-83) of Tang (/%)
(Capital: Chang’an, & %)

Sometime between 8 February 677 and 27 January 678'%

In the Second Year of Yiféng, Ashina Diizhi, Qaghan of the Ten
Clans, and Li Zheft enticed peripheral domain tribes to unsettle
[the] Anxi [Protectorate], and allied with the Tibetans. The
[imperial] court wished to wage punitive war against them.

Sometime between 3 October 678 and 15 February 679'% (text above
continues)

Péi Xingjian advised, stating: “The [flames of] havec wreaked
by the Tibetans are still burning bright. [Li] Jingxuan lost order
(i.e., suffered defeat in battle) and [Li] Shénli forfeited [his]
head. How could [we] cause further [problematic] affairs for
[the sake of] the west? Presently, the King of Persia has died.
His son Narseh is collateral at the capital. If [Your Majesty]
dispatches an emissary to install him [as king], as [the escort]
embarks on the way toward the two peripheral domains (i.e.,
Duzhi and Li Zhefu’s tribes), if affairs are put in order by what is
expedient, success (merit) can be achieved without labor (i.c.,
without strenuous effort).” The emperor thereupon decreed that

1%Only the year in which this event occurred is given: “The Second Year of Yiféeng” ({&E—
%) (Ouyang Xit and Song Qi, Xin Tang shii, juan 108, BXI515 RAF 54 (HEE « £—
AN FIMEE == BlEE)).

193See footnote 92. There is no explicit information in the Xin Tdng shii that would contradict the
reasoning in that footnote. The Xin Tdng shii agrees with the Jiut Tang shii as to the date of the
Téng defeat suffered at the hands of the Tibetans, which Péi Xingjian mentioned (i.e., 3 October
678) (see Ouyang Xid and Song Qi, Xin Ting shi, juan 3, BUG1E RAF $4E (HEZE - &
Z e RRFEZ « HF) ,sv AR =F/LA A K). However, in terms of dating, the Xin Tdang

shi differs with the Jint Tang shii concerning the next account.
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Xingjidn [see to the] investiture of, and to escort, the King of
Persia. Moreover, [Péi Xingjidan] became Emissary for
Tranquility and Mollification of the Tajiks.

BR_F  +HoTRERARFECFZFEZUERA - A
MFER - BERFZ - [RITERED . “HFHRRSE - WX
K BRET XUBERASES? SIKHTES - EFIEE
BRET - AMEREIIZ - BIRE "% - FHEMHISE - O RBmI
th o FEBRTHEMEKGE - BRZWARE -

Sometime between 16 February 679 (or 15 July 679) and 5 February 680'%

In the beginning, his (i.e., Peroz’s) son Narseh was collateral.
In the Inaugural Year of Tiaolu, [the emperor] decreed that Péi
Xingjidn command soldiers to protect [Narseh on his] return,
to support the restoration [of him]'” as king of his state. On
account of the way being [too] long, Xingjian arrived at Suiye,
[the] AnxI [Protectorate] and returned. Narseh was then guest in
Tocharia for twenty years, and [his] tribes gradually dispersed.

g HYEEMRE - ARTE - BARTERGEEE - BETH
o LUBEE - ERXREWE - 1TIRE - BEEMEZHXE _+F -
ERSERRRAL -

King Narseh (r. ca. 678-709)

The Zhongzong (F %) Emperor Li Xidn (£22) (1. 684, 705-10) of
Téang (/) (Capital: Chang’an, & %)

1%Qnly the year in which these events occurred is given: “The Inaugural Year of Tidolu” (A5
754) (Ouyang Xiii and Song Qi, Xin Tdng shi, juan 221 xia, BI5# RAR 4% (HEZ -
BB+ —TF « 7% —a W+ 5T « ®% « A7) ). On 15 July 679, the Fourth Year
of Yiféng was changed to the Inaugural Year of Tidolu (“>< A ¥ %, #1: ‘K#MRTF, &tk
B9 & 9 9 LA (Lia XU, Jii Tang shit, juan 5, 210 3% (BEE « 55« A H B -
#F T ) ). Officially, this meant that thenceforth the entire year was retroactively regarded
as the Inaugural Year of Tidolu, and the Xin Tdng shii follows this in the “Basic Annals” (see
Ouyéng Xit and Song Qi, Xin Tang shii, juan 3, BLIG 5 RA6 %48 (FAEEZ « A= K
WH=Z - ZFE « FAETSF) ). However, if the record of these events was from a source not
retroactively so changed, 15 July 679 would be the start of the timespan.

17Alternative translation in lieu of “to support the restoration [of him]”: “[they] were going
to restore [him].”
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The early part of sometime between 1 October 707 and 1 July 710'%®

In the beginning of the Jinglong [era], [Narseh] again came to
court, and was appointed General of the Left Awe-Inspiring
Guard. [He] became ill and died. [His] western units alone exist.

REET) - ERE - REREHRE - R - BEkEE -

1%0nly the approximate time in which this event occurred is given: “In the beginning of the
Jinglong [era]” (£#E#))) (Ouyang Xiti and Song Qf, Xin Tdng shii, juan 221 xia, B 515 R AR
FiE (AL - BoF =+ T - FIEH AW+ T « B W) ). The Ji Tang

shii gives a more precise time (see corresponding account).
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